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In response to the Final Office Action dated September 1 9, 2005, and in conjunction with 
ihu- concurrently tiled Notice of Appeal, the Applicants submit the following for entry in the 
above-identified application. 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1-18 are ponding in the instant application. Claims 1 -1 8 have boon rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being allegedly unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,630,070 to Dietrich ct 
al. (hcreiuauer "Dietrich") in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,239,487 to ilorejsi el al. (hereinafter 
"UorcjsO, The Applicants submit that the rejections ofclaims 1-18 arc in error because the 
Examiner has not mel the burden of establishing a prima fade case of obviousness in 
contravention of the provisions of 35 USC 103. 

Willi respect to claim 1 , none of the references teach or suggest all of the claimed 
fcaltl.es. In particular, none of flic references teach or suggest "providing at least one rework 
mil of Materials flow for use in conjunction with other JUlls of Materials flow in a production 
planning process. ..applying rework parametric information to the at least one work Bill of 
Materials flow resulting in a manufacturing plan for rework operations... and generating an 
integrated manufacturing plan thai includes the manufacturing phm for rework operations 
and the. other Hills of Material flow " Neilhcr Dietrich, nor Horcjsi, cither alone, or in 
co.nbina.ion, teach or make obvious a "rework Bill of Materials now for use in conjunction with 
olher Dills of Materials now in a production planning process/' Moreover, neither ofthc 
references, alone or in combination, leach or make obvious "applying rework parametric 
information to lite at least one rework Bill of Materials How resulting in a manufacturing plan for 
rowo.k operations. . .and generating an integrated manufacturing plan that includes the 
manufacturing plan for rework operations and the other Bills of Material How. Dietrich, at best, 
leaches a numufacluring plan including a Bill ofMatcrials How. Horcjsi discloses a method of 
rework operations but does not teach generating a rework Bill ofMatcrials flow. Accordingly, 
(be combination of Dietrich and Horcjsi would not teach an integrated manufacturing plan that 
includes a manufacturing plan for rework operations and other Bills of Material flow. 

Moreover, there is no suggestion or motivation in the references themselves to modify the 
reference or to combine reference teachings. None ofthc references contain any suggestion or 
.activation to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify or combine the references. Dietrich 
teaches a manufacturing resource planning process that docs not include any type of rework 
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operations. Moreover, Dietrich is devoid of torching combining or integrating any type of Bills 
or Material within a production planning process. The integration actions disclosed by Dietrich 
reference the integration ofa shipping schedule, production schedule, and pari usage schedule. 
Dietrich, however, does not teach or suggest the integration or anything within the manufacturing 
plan as recited in claim 1 . While llorejsi discloses a computer-implemented process for 
performing rework operations, such similarities between llorejsi and Applicants' claim 1 cud 
(here Horejsi is focused on a process Tor diagnosing and reworking items in a manufacturing 
process hut does not even remotely suggest a rework Bill of Materials flow, much less suggest 
•'generating an integrated manufacturing plan from a rework Bill of Materials flow and other 
Bills of Material flow", as recited in claim I . 

Further, there is no reasonable expectation of success, At the lime of the patentee's 
invention, a person ofordinary skill in the art must have had a reasonable expectation of success 
in combining the cited references lo produce "an integrated manufacturing plan that includes the 
mavmfactui im; plan for rework operations and the other Bills of Materials flow" At the relevant 
lime, person ofordinaiy skill in the art would not have had a reasonable expectation of success in 
combining the prior art references to create the invention of "the integrated manufacturing plan 
that includes the manufacturing plan for rework operations and the other Bills or Materials How". 
The Lixaminer slates on page 3 of the Office Action dated September 19. 2005, "it would have 
been obvious to use the concepts of manufacturing rework set forth in Horcjsi to reintegrate the 
rework operations into the system of Diclcrich because Rework is generally a manual process' 
[citing column 3 of llorejsi] and because it reduces the time required for rework operations, 
reduces the cost associated witli rework operations, and reduces the level of necessary skill in 
order to perform rework operations". Assuming, for the sake of argument, that the Examiner is 
correct, the combined teachings of Dietrich and llorejsi, as described above, do not provide any 
reasonable expectation of success that the rework activities described in Jforejsi along with the 
manufacturing resource planning processes of Dietrich would produce the desired result, 
namely* "an integrated manufacturing plan that includes the manufacturing plan for rework 
operations and the other Bills of Materials flow. " 

For at least the reasons presented above, the rejections of claim 1 is in eiror. Claims 8 
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and 1 5 recite feature:; thai arc substantially similar to those recited in claim 1 . For at least this 
reason, Ihc rejections ofclaims 8 and 15 us being unpatentable over Dcitrich in view oCHorcjsi 
arc in error. Claims 2-7 depend from what should be a patentable claim 1. Claims 9-14 depend 
from what should be a patentable claim 8. Claims 16-18 depend from what should be a 
patentable claim 15. For at least these reasons, the rejections of claims 2-7, 9-14, and 16-1 8 are 
also in error. 
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In view of the forgoing, it is urged that the final rejection oFclaims 1-18 be overturned. 
The final rejection is in error and should bo reversed The fee set forth in 37 CUR 41.20(b)(1) is 
enclosed herewith. If there arc any additional charges with respect lo this Request, or otherwise, 
please charge them to Deposit Account No, 50-0510. 

Respectfully submitted, 
CANTOR COLBURN LLP 
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